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DETAILED ACTION 

Examiner acknowledges receipt of the RCE filed on 10/4/06. Currently, claims 
1-26 are pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Crawford, III et al (Provisional application No. 60/481,555) in view of Yoseloff 
(US. Patent No. 6,386,973). 

Claim 1: Crawford discloses an electronic game table comprising a table frame 
10 (Fig. 1); a plurality of player terminals 14 (Fig. 1) including a display and data input 
means 1 1 (Fig. 1); a central processing unit 12 (Fig. 1) connected to the player 
terminals, the central processing unit configured to cause the display of confidential 
cards on each of the terminal displays (paragraphs 0028 and 0031). Crawford does not 
explicitly disclose including a common display in a position visible to the at least two 
players and connected to the central processing unit and that the central processing 
includes a random generator. However, Yoseloff discloses including a common display 
in a position visible to the at least two players and connected to the central processing 
unit and that the central processing includes a random generator (col. 17, lines 56-65; 
col. 18, lines 8-12; and col. 9, lines 52-57). It would have been obvious to a person of 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to implement the common 
display and to incorporate the random generator with the processing unit as taught by 
Yoseloff to the electronic game table of Crawford in order to facilitate viewing cards 
from all the players and to distribute the cards randomly. 

Claims 2-3: Crawford discloses connecting the central processing unit to the 
network (paragraph 0029). Further, connecting the central processing unit to a well- 
known network type such as LAN, Internet or Intranet would have been obvious 
design choice. 

Claim 4: using data input means for anteing the bets, betting, or indicating role 
of a dealer would have been well known to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made. 

Claim 5: Yoseloff discloses positioning the common display on the table (Fig. 3). 

Claims 6-7: refer to discussion in claims 2-3 above. 

Claim 8: Yoseloff discloses a poker game table for a number of players up to 
seven players (Fig. 1; col. 9, lines 22-24). Providing a poker game table that can 
accommodate for a number of players from two to ten players would have been well 
known and obvious design choice. 

As per claim 9-14, refer to discussion in claims 9-14 above. 

Claim 15: Crawford discloses dealing confidential cards to each individual 
player terminal (paragraph 0031). 

Claims 16 and 18: Crawford discloses obscuring the display of the confidential 
card from the players associated with other individual player terminals (paragraph 
0032). 
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Claim 17: Crawford discloses that the confidential cards are visible from the 
individual player terminal on which they were caused to display (paragraphs 0032, 
0034). 

Claims 19-26: refer to discussion in claims 1, 16-19 above. 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kim T. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4441. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 8:30AM to 
5:OOPM ET. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Xuan Thai, can be reached on (571) 272-7147. The central official fax 
number is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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